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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm w i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB a consumer 
and citircn, I feel sbongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion. consumer rights, and the ulthate adoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer elecbnics must be rooted in manufnchuen' nbility to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the itudloi to tell technologids what new productr they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actudy want. and it could result in me being 
charged mote money for inferior firnctionnlity. 

lfthc FCC iwues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctudy be less likely to maLs an investment in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my Nghte at the behest of HoUywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h a d  you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

AI Bears 
w m  H W ~  60 
Rubicon, WI 53078 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptbn of DW. 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of HollyWood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Darryl Lwlngston 
9103 Dorella Ln 
Austln, TX 18736 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lag technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

andrew motton 
1831 sw park ave #205 
Portland, OR 97201 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. comoetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in . 
manufacturers' ability to innovate-for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Chris Demisch 
435 Round Hill Rd 
Greenwich, CT 06831 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "brondcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. ThlS wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actunlly want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast Wag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Davld DlPletro 
3085 Memphls 3 
Phlladelphla. PA 19134 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chaknm Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of Dm-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can CKelte. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chixged moxe money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ictually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and Other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghtr at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Quentin Hartman 
24928 W Broadway 
Vene% OR 97467 
USA 



Chirmm Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flaf technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mirkrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovnte fooc 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the Studio5 to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necerradly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Eldon Blancher 
300 Fern Hill Ct 
Mobile, AL 36608 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to VOlCe my SUPPORT Of the FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel Strongly that such a pollcy would be GOOD for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpetklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllh/ to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll be a favorable move. 

If the FCC ISSUeS a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be more likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable 
recebers and other equlpment. 

Please mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Polter Versfelt 
4441 Freeman Road, NE 
Marlem, GA 30062 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commiseion 
A45 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m k t h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "brosdeast flag" technology for digital television. Ae s conmuner 
and cicizen. I feel swongly that such s policy would be bad for innovation. conaumer rightl, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conmner elec&ics must be rooted in manufscturen' sbility to innovate for thek cultomen. AUowing 
movie ihldioi to veta features of DW-reception equipment wi l l  enable the i tndioi  to tell technologists whst new producta they can 
creste. This will result in producta that don't necessady reflect what consumers like me SCNaUy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issuen s brosdcsst flsg mandste, I would 8ctuaUy be lem likely to mate an investment in DTV-cspable receiven and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights s t  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Tas Dienes 
2825 nord Avve 
Rivenide, CA 92507 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicationm Commimsion 
445 1ZthStreefNW 
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michnel Powell, 

I nm d t h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "brosdeamt flag" technology for digital televinion. A# a consumer 
and citizen. 1 feel paon& that ouch s policy would be bad for innovation, consumer lights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecfsonico mwt be rooted in manufacturers' nbility to innovate for their cuntomers. f lowing 
movie mtudios to veto feahues of DTV-reception equipment will ensblc the mtudios to tell technologist# whst new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don? necemrarily reflect what conmumen &e me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
chsrged more money for Inferior hmctionality. 

If the FCC immuen B broadcsit flag mandnte, I would actudy be lem likely to m&e an inveihncnt in DTV-cspsble receivere and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that limit my rights nt the behest of Hollywood. Pleaee do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digiral television. Thnnk you for your time. 

sincerely, 

Daniel O'Connell 
22 Hollow Tree L M ~  
Monroe, CI 06468 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear MlChPel Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of HollyWood. Please do not mandate 
broadcad flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Josh Steadmon 
681 Shasteen Bend Dr. 
Wlnchester, TN 37398 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robuSt, competitke market for consumer electronh% must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Robert Moletl 
118 Farner Av. 
Selden, NY 11784 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Nichael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television, As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commiosion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 m Wlihg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of"broadeast flag" technology for digital television. A, a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a polioy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusf competitive mar!& for oonsumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufncturen' nbiliv to innovste for their customers. Plowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologigiPtn what new productn they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers US me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for hfedor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be leii Uely to m&e an inveshnent in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that h i t  my ri& at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast fly 
technology for digital television. nnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

ChriPtopher Creal 
11020 S Esihvood Dr 
Pdos Hills, IL 60465 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federnl Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios 'to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wanc and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Hayes 
3806 C Grey Fox Circle 
Williamsburg, VA 23188 
USA 
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C h i m a n  Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lac  technology for drgtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactorerr' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wdl result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I Will not pay mOKC for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for YOUK time. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Hutchinson 
16100 Space Center Blvd 
Apartment #411 
Houston, TX 77062 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptIan of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such P pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Seth de I'lsle 

Portland, OR 97214 
331 SE 29th Ave. 

USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal CommUnicstions Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandnted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitd televimion. As s consumer 
and c i h n .  I feel skongly thst such a policy would be bsd for hovation, consumer rights, and the ulthste sdoption of DTY. 

A robuut, competitive market for consumer eleckodcs must be rooted in mmufwturen' sbility to innovate for their cwtomem. All~Wing 
movie studios to veto features of DTY-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
crente. This will result in product8 that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers IiLe me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionally. 

If the FCC issues a broadcsst flag mandnte, I would actuaUy be less k c l y  to m&e an invcshnent in DTY-cspable receiveri and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st  the behest of Hollywood. Plesie do not mnndste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Jason Weingarmer 
45 Whnrton Ave 
Nutley, NJ 07 I IO 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customecs. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Krueger 
512 14th Street 
Farmington, MN 55024 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchrel K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am Wrltlng to Volce my oppos&lon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innomte for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate,.l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglbl televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Robert Seace 
120 Bralnerd Road, Apt. 2 
Allston, MA 02134 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sbeec N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michnal Powell, 

I MI w ' h g  to voice my oppoaition to MY FCC-mandstcd sdoption of "broadcast flag" tefhnology for digital televiiion. & s comumcr 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bad for innovstion. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecbonics must be rooted in manufactmen' ability to innovste for their customen. PJloWjng 
movie StUdiOS to veto featurei of DTV-reception equipment will enable the i tudioi to tell teehnologiitl what new products they EM 

create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me sctudy W M ~ ,  and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior fiu~ctiondty. 

If the FCC issues n bmsdcast flag mnndate, I would aehldy be lesi likely to make M invcsbncnt in DN-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pey more for device# that limit my righm at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your lime. 

Sincerely, 

Jorge Pnz 
1524 E St Apt 5 
LhcoLn, NE 68508 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chilrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CUStOmerS Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the otudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Gabrlella Turek 
I12 N Mlchlgan Ave #I2 
Pasadena, CA 91106 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust, competlthre market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Peter Kazmlr 
15009 Red Heron Dr 
Leander. TX 78841 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I m Uniting to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsst flsg" technology for dighd televirion. Am a consumer 
and cicizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mwket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufachuen' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studioi to tell technologists what new products they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sctualiy W M ~ ,  and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcait flng mandate, I would actudy be leas likely tc make M invenhnent in DTV-capable reoeiven and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcsst tlng 
technology for didtsl television. ThanL you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Fillault 
I149 Dutton St 
New Bedford, MA 02745 
USA 


